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+DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 31-47 are pending. 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since 
this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous 
Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 14. Applicant's 
submission filed on October 17, 2008 has been entered. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed October 17, 2003 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 



4. The applicant argues with respect to claim 31 that the combination of Cheng et al 
(US Pat. 6,151 ,643), in view of Elg (US Pat. 6,694,354), fails to disclose 
requesting, from an office device by the first version of the device driver installed 
on the computer, version information of the newest version of the device driver 
that is stored in the memory of the office device. Specifically contending Cheng is 
silent regarding a device driver installed on a computer requesting information of 
a newest version of the device driver stored in memory of the office device. 
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5. The examiner disagrees. Cheng discloses requesting, from an office device by 
the first version of the device driver installed on the computer, version information 
of the newest version of the device driver that is stored in the memory of the 
office device (column 7, lines 46-62, client application gathers version information 
from software (software includes drivers), on client computer (the computer), and 
requests information regarding the latest versions that are available from the 
service provider (office device)). While the request to the service provider is not 
directly from the device drivers, the drivers are still essentially making the request 
via the client application, i.e. the drivers provide version information to the 
application and that information is relayed to the service provider. That is to say, 
without the device drivers installed on the client computer, there would not be 
requests to update that driver. 

6. The applicant further argues Cheng fails to disclose receiving, from an office 
device to which the computer is communicatively coupled the version information 
of the newest version of the device driver that is stored in the memory of the 
office device, wherein both the first version and the newest version of the device 
driver are configured to control operations of the office device, and Elg fails to 
disclose requesting, from an office device by the first version of the device driver 
installed on the computer, version information of a newest version of the device 
driver that is stored in a memory of the office device. 
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7. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 
F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed.Cir. 1986). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



9. Claims 31 -47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cheng et al (US Pat. 6,151,643), hereafter "Cheng," in view of Elg (US Pat. 
6,694,354). 



10. As to claim 31 , Cheng discloses a method of updating a first version of a device 
driver installed on a computer of a user the method comprising: 

requesting, from an office device by the first version of the device driver 
installed on the computer, version information of the newest version of the device 
driver that is stored in the memory of the office device (column 7, lines 46-62, 
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client application gathers version information from software (software includes 
drivers), on client computer (the computer), and requests information regarding 
the latest versions that are available from the service provider (office device); 
while the request to the service provider is not directly from the device drivers, 
the drivers are still essentially making the request via the client application, i.e. 
the drivers provide version information to the application and that information is 
relayed to the service provider), 

receiving, from the office device to which the computer is communicatively 
coupled, version information of the newest version of the device driver that is 
stored in the memory of the office device (column 3, lines 25-39, user computer 
receives from service provider computer system (office device) information 
regarding available updates); 

determining, based on the received version information, whether the first 
version of the device driver installed on the computer is different from the newest 
version of the device driver stored in said memory (column 3, lines 32-39); 

if the determining step determines that the first version is different from the 
newest version, inquiring whether the user wants to update the device driver on 
the computer with the newest version of the device driver (column 3, lines 38-42, 
user identifies updates to be made; column 5, lines 28-33 also indicates a 
method of user approval before the software update); and 
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if the inquiring step determines that the user wants to update the device 
driver, obtaining the newest version of the device driver from the office device 
(column 3, lines 41-45). 

But, Cheng does not explicitly disclose wherein both the first version and the 
newest version of the device driver are configured to control operations of the 
office device. 

However, Elg discloses receiving, from an office device to which a computer 
is communicatively coupled, version information of a newest device driver that is 
stored in a memory of the office device, wherein the device driver is configured to 
control operations of the office device (column 5, lines 16-27, peripheral device 
reads on office device, i.e. the peripheral device stores its own device drivers and 
related information, and the device drivers are installed on the host computer if 
necessary). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Cheng and Elg in order to allow 
a peripheral device to connect to a host computer and not require the host 
computer to externally search for appropriate drivers. 
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1 1 .As to claims 36, 41 and 46, they are rejected by the same rationale set forth in 
claim 31 's rejection. 

12. As to claims 32, 37, and 42, Cheng discloses: 

displaying, on a display associated with the computer, a message regarding 
whether the user wants to update the device driver (column 5, lines 24-32, 
display device is inherent as the user must read the email in regards to an 
available update, and the approval of the update); and 

receiving a response from the user, said response indicating whether the user 
wants to update the device driver with the newest version (column 5, lines 30- 
32). 

13. As to claims 33, 38, and 43, Cheng discloses: 

establishing a connection to the office device (column 3, lines 41-45); 

receiving, from the office device, an installation file for the newest version of 
the device driver (column 3, lines 41-45 and column 10, lines 33-54, the URL is 
the installation file for the newest version of the device driver); and 

storing said installation file in a temporary storage area associated with the 
computer (column 10, lines 33-54, client computer retrieve URL and must store it 
in order to access). 
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14. As to claims 34, 39, and 44, Cheng discloses executing the stored installation file 
to install the newest version of the device driver on the computer (column 1 0, 
lines 33-54, installation of software update via execution of URL). 

15. As to claims 35, 40, and 45, Cheng discloses generating commands and 
associated data for controlling said office device, prior to said receiving step 
(column 3, lines 25-29). 

16. As to claim 47, Elg discloses the office device is a printer and the device driver is 
configured to control operations of the printer (column 2, lines 60-65). 

Conclusion 

17. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas J. Dailey whose telephone number is 
571-270-1246. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday; 
9:00am - 5:00pm. 

18. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 571-272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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19. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

IT. J. D.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2452 



/Kenny S Lin/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2452 



